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Commissioner for Patents 
P. O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



SUBSTANCE OF TELEPHONE INTERVIEW 

Sir: 

Subsequent to the filing of a Response under 37 C.F.R. §1.1 16 on October 30, 2009, 
and in response to the INTERVIEW SUMMARY mailed on October 28, 2009, Applicants 
respectfully submit the following remarks for entry in the above-identified case. 



CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING 

I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the United States 
Patent & Trademark Office via Electronic Filing through the United States Patent and Trademark 
Office e-business website on the date shown below. 
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REMARKS 

In response to the INTERVIEW SUMMARY mailed on October 28, 2009 and 
pursuant to MPEP 713.04, Applicants submit the following as Substance of the Interview. 

A telephone interview was conducted on October 16, 2009 between the undersigned 
attorney and Examiner Audet The undersigned attorney indicated to the Examiner that 
Applicants intended to amend the claims to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. §112, second 
paragraph raised in the Final Action dated September 1, 2009, consistent with the Examiner's 
suggestions. The undersigned attorney also indicated to the Examiner that Applicants intended 
to file a terminal disclaimer to address the obviousness type double patenting rejection. The 
undersigned attorney also inquired as to whether the method claims would be rejoined once the 
product claims were found allowable. The Examiner indicated to the undersigned that once the 
product claims were found allowable, the method claims which depend on the product claims 
and include all the limitations of the product claims would be rejoined, and any potential issues 
in connection with the method claims would be raised in a further, non-final Office Action. 



Subsequent to the Interview, Applicants filed a Response under 37 QF.R. §1 .1 16 on 



October 30, 2009, in which Applicants addressed each of the Examiner's rejections and 
objections raised in the Final Action. Favorable consideration of all pending claims and early 
issuance of a Notice of Allowance are respectfully requested. 



Scully, Scott, Murphy & Presser, P,C. 
400 Garden City Plaza-Suite 300 
Garden City, New York 11530 
(516) 742-4343 
XZ:ab 




Respectfully submitted, 



Xiaochun Zhu 
Registration No. 56,31 1 
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